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25, 1918, was labeled in part, “ Del Monte Brand California Tuna * * ¥
Distributed by Californiag Packing Corporation * * * San I'rancisco, Cali-
fornia,” and in 408 cases of the shipment of Oclober 2, 1919, was labeled in
rart, “ Radio Brand Blue Fin White Meal Tuna Selected White Meatl of Cali-
fornig Tuna White Star Canning Co., San Pedro, Calif.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in ihe libel for the recason that in 222
cases skip-jack, also known ag bonita, a kind of fish other than tuna fish,
had been mixed and packed with, and substituted in part for, California tuna
fish, which the article purporied to be, and in 408 cases siriped tuna fish
(Gymnosarda pelamis). a kind of fish other than California tuna, had been mixed
and packed with, and substituted in part for, California tuna fish, which the
article purported to be.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in that the labels on the packages and
the designs and the devices thereon, regarding the article and the ingredients
and substances contained therein, were false and misleading, to Wwit, in the case
of 222 cases the statement, *“ California tuna,” and in the 408 cascs the state-
ment, “Blue Fin White Meat Tuna * ¥ * Selected White Meal of Cali-
fornig Tuna * * * Dlue Fin Tupa * * *” TFurlher misbranding was
alleged in thatl the products were imitations of, and offered for sale under the
distinctive nanes of, other articles, to wit, California tuna.

On February 20, 1920, the White Star Canning Co., claimant, having con-
sented to a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeilure was cntlered, and
it was ordered by the court that the producl be released to the said claimant
upon the payment of the costs of the proceedings and the executlion of a bound,
in conformity with geetion 10 of the act.

L. D. Barx, Acling Secretary of Agriculture.

F848, Adulteration and misDranding of sacehrarvin, U, §. * * * v, 20
Pounids of Alleged Snecharim., Defawvit deevee of condemnation
and forfeitare. Peoduct covdered sold or destroved, (I & D, No.
9403. I. S. No. B987-r. 8. No. €-995.)

On October 19, 1918, the United Stateg attorney for the Northern District of
Alabama, aciing upon a report by the Secrclary of Agricullure, filed in the
District Court of ithe United States Tor saigd districei a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 20 pounds of slleged saccharin, remaining unsold in the origi-
nal unbroken packages at Birmingham, Ala., alleging that the article had been
shipped on or about August 1. 1918, by H. Ii. Ward, Webster Groves, Mo, and
transported from the Statle of Blissouri into the State of Alabama, and charging
adulieration and misbranding in vielation cf the Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel in that it was sold under
and by a name recegnized in the U. 5. Pharmacopeeia, and that it differed from
the standard of streneth, qualily, and purity as determined by the test laid
down in the FPharmatepeeia, official at the timoe of the investization, and in that
its strength and purity fell below the professed standard and qualily under
whieh it wag sold.

Mishraunding of the article was alleged in thet the statement on the Iakel on
the package containing the article, “A Soda Falt of Pure Saccharin,” was false
and misieading in that it indicated that the article was a salt of pure saccharin,
whereas it was not, but coniined 28.5 per cent of a sugar product, apd in that
it was an imitation of, and offered for sale under the name of, another article,
to wit, saccharin.

On September 24, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemmnation and forfeiture was entlered, and it was ordered by the
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court that ithe product be sold or destroyed by the United States marshal, in
conformily with section 10 of the act. Costs of ihe proceedings were taxed
against H. E. Ward, consignor of the product.

BE. D. Bawr, dcting Secrelary of Agriculiure.

7849, Misbranding of Allkane., U. 8. * * #* vy, 30 Bottles ¢f Alkano. De-
fault deeree of condemuation, forfeiture, and destruction, (I & D.
No. 11015. I, 8. No. 2193-r. 8. No, W-447.)

On July 23, 1919, {he United States atlorney for the Southern District of
California, acting upon a repori by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
Distriet Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 30 botlles of Alkano, at Los Angeles, Calif,, alleging that the
article had been shipped by the Alkano Remedy Co., Kansas City, Mo., on or
aboul March 28, 1919, and transported from the State of Missouri into the
State of California, and charging misbranding in violalion of the Food and
Drugs Act, as amended. 7The article was labeled in part, “Alkano * * *
For rheumatism, biood poison, and its altendant ills and after effects.”

Analysis of a sample of the -article by the DBureau of Chemistry of thig
departmentl showed that it consisted essentially of potassium iodid, plant ex-
tractives, including resins, sapenin, strychnine, glycerin, invert sugar, alcohol,
and water. DMercury salls were absent,

Misbranding of the article was alleged in that the statements on the label
on the bottle containing the article, regarding the therapeutic effecls of the
article, to wit, “Alkano * * * For rheumatism, blood poison, and its at-
tendant ills and after effects, scrofula, old gores, ulcerous conditions, skin
diseases, constitulional catarrh, stoinach trouble, auto toxemia, run-down condi-
tion, and kindred ailments = * *7” were false and fraudulent in that the con-
lents of each of the bottles contained no ingredient or combination of ingredientis
capable of producing the therapeutic effects claimed for the article.

On September 13, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the preperty, judg-
ment of condemnation, forfeiture, and deslruction was entered, and it was
ordered by the court thal the product be destroyed by the United States
marshal.

. D. Barxr, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

7850, Adulteration and mishrsnding of ¢il of sweet birch., U. 8. * * * v,
19 Pounds of a Produet Purporxrting to be 0il of Sweet Bireh. De-
fault decree of econdemmnation and forfeiture. Produet ordered
sold. (I & D. No. 12114, I, 8. No, b45-r. 8. No. E-1930.)

On January 19, 1620, the Uniled Stales attorney for the Southern Distriet of
New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the Uniled States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 19 pounds of a product purportling to be oil of sweet Lirch,
remaining wunsold in {he origmnal unbroken packages at New York, N. Y,
alleging that the article had been shipped on or about January 5, 1929, by J. BE.
Ray, Flk Park, N. C., ard transported from the State of North Carolina into
the State of New York, and charging adulteration and misbranding in viola-
tion of the Food and Diugs Actl.

Analysis of a ssmple of the arlicle by the Bureau of Chemisiry of this
department showed that it contained synthetic methyl salicylate.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in that it was sold under a name
recognized in the United Siates Pharmacopeeia and differed from the standard
of strenglh, quality, and purity as determined by the tests laid down in the



